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which had probably been executed some time before, and was
now applied to a reverse hastily executed for an especial pur-
pose. It is not improbable that this piece was struck at Shrews-
bury during the King's short residence there, upon the first
promulgation of the declaration which is recorded on the
reverse, the M. M. on the obverse having perhaps been erased
from a die brought with the mint from Aberystwith."
In this opinion I quite agree, especially as I possess
seven halfcrowns dated 1642, one of which has six dots
in lieu of a mint-mark, and in workmanship and general
appearance very closely resembles the Aberystwith type.
I do not, however, perceive that the reverse is of coarser
work than the obverse, as appears to be the case with the
coin mentioned by Mr. Hawkins, although in other respects
it quite answers to his description. This halfcrown has
three plumes over the declaration which are characterised
by the same peculiar work as the single plume on the
Aberystwith piece ; and moreover there is nothing in its
appearance to lead me to suppose that it emanates from
Oxford, for it differs entirely from the coins given to this
city, which are all of bolder and coarser work. The follow-
ing extracts are taken from Ruding, and have reference
to the Aberystwith, Shrewsbury, and Oxford mints:—
(Vol. ii. p. 209.) "Nothing further is known respecting the
coinage of money in this place (Shrewsbury) until the year
1642 (this seems to have taken place in September. ParL
Hist. vol. xi p. 438), when King Charles I. removed from
Nottingham to this town, and erected his mint, in which was
coined the remainder of the plate given by the two Universities.
part of which had already been minted at York. This mint
(Shrewsbury) was under the direction of Mr. Bushell, the officers
of the Aberystwith mint being removed to this place, where
they did not continue long, being soon ordered to Oxford, where
they arrived on the 3rd of January, 1642. It is not known
that the money which was coined at Shrewsbury was distin-
guished by any particular mark."
(Vol i. p. 398.) "This mint (Shrewsbury) did not con-
tinue long, as Clarendon represents it 'more for reputation

